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c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)IEI applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)El No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: f . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Ohtsuii et al. (US 200201 56570 A 1). . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)S was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 
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FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
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Continuation of Substance of interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The cited reference to Ohtsuji et al. teaches interactive voice 
response device which is the car terminal device (100) configured to allow a user to customize audio guidance (figure 
8). The second reference to Morimoto et al. (US 6351706B1 ) has been found teaches the newly added limitation 
"interactive voice response device configured... .to store the customized audio guidance in a user information storage 
device for use in all subsequent dialogue with the user" (column 4, lines 59-67). The application is set in a condition of 
final rejection. . 




